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Pubhshed Slmly Portrays Rmnan as T hretu Lo Feace |

By Dusko Doder
Wasmngion Post Fureign Serace

MOSCOW, Jan. 17—The Soviet Union has
published a detailed document on U.S. mili-
tary strength in an extraordinary etfort to con-
vince Europeaxh and Americans that President

{cagan s policies are threatening world peace.
“\Whence .the Threat to Peace?” published

by the Defense Ministry. depicts a huge and |
expanding U.S. military machine in the hands| .

of a reckless administration bent on achieving
stratesic superiority over the Soviet Union.

l‘he notion that the Americans are set on

aclnevnw firat-strike-nuclear-capability is the
centerpieve it the 78-page booklet published in
Russian and  six uther lanvuages, mclu(lmu
hnvlnsl\ .

Tailured for o popular audlence, the huoklet
is (le\md of ideoloyy and full of comparisuns of
strategic and wnventmnal forces of the super-
powers. It challenges Reagan administration

contentions that the Soviets have achieved mil-
itary superiority over the United States.

- The publication concedes Soviet advantages
_in'some areas such as ground forces but con-
tends that the United States is well ahead in:

warships and aircraft carriers; combat planes-l

and foreign military hases.

In an :introduction, the authors say’ the -

Looklet was prepared -as a response-to a Pen-;
tagon study of Soviet mllltary power 1ssued m_
b»ptember '
In November, the Soviets pubhshed a docv
ument called “The Threat to Europe,” which
dealt with the balance of atomic weapons. In"
that publication, the Suviets asserted that the:
Fast and West had reached a rough balance of
power in Europe and. that NATO’s planned®
deployment  of intermediate-range * missiles
would tip: the bumpean balance agamst them

. .seners who Rave read it. 2277

l)y 50 peuent
Laroely ‘due-to-its lack’ ot swaemattc COTS
pirison, the document’issued by the- Penta~
© gon: created the |mpressmn-o£ almuat over-
‘whelmmv Suviet military might...3 ¢
Slgmhcantly, the Soyiets:did no challenge
anv ‘facts in “the Pentagon study. Rather,
they’ said,. ‘they wanted to:counter “tenden-1
tiously selected and dellberately ‘distorted”
intormation about Soviet:s “to show |
the military potential. oﬁ’ille ollxer side "so |
that true ‘conclusions coultf 'drawn on the
basis of compurative data,” 3%« 0 0
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% The new Soviet document, a slick bmklet.l
that is almost: the: mirror image of the Pen-|
‘tagon's ; “Soviet Military Power,” includes:
»photographs and .thma rendltlons of US.
S eapons systems.

« Along with data pmvnded bv~ bowet. mtel-
'lwence sources, the hooklet uses information
'prowded by otficial U.S. publications_and

‘the London-based Tnternational. Institute for{
"Strategic_Studies. western experts said in-
.formation was generally in-line- wnth data
f‘ vailable in the West. .1 _}1.5 PR

2o~ The  booklet, - however, integrated: twurw
anclr weapons - capabilities “withe: doctrmal is-
“sues to produce a Sfairly persuasive propa-~
*vanda dociment,”, accordmg to Western’ ol)o

A:\—-.,.. R RLE l

he content is ‘consistent with” the: mes-
sage the Kremlin leaders have been trymv to!
( convey to Western Europe. -“People in .the

“West,” it concluded, “will be able fo see for:

t‘lemselves-where the threat to- peacé really=
omes from” after readiny the booklet. .
Blustrating - the = “offensive™ character of
US “strategic doctrine, it quoted Reagan’s
October 198! statement about a poesmle
lumted nuclear exchange. It said the “defen-:
sive” character of Soviet doctrinewas made
clear in ‘President Leonid Brezhnev's state-!

‘ment condemning any use of nuclear weap-: -

ons as &’ “capital crime. against -humanity”,
‘and vowiny that the Sovi 1et Umon wnll never
be the first to use them. - - :
i+ -“The booklet then Lontendw that the m)tmn
ol {imited nuclear exchange is “no more ‘than
“a vartant of the first-strike concept.” LT
1At the moment, aécording to- the. booklet,w
the ‘two superpowers, “like the ‘eountries. of
“Europe belonging to the .opposite nuhtary
~alliances, are at a point ‘of’ relatlve equ:ll-
brmm in military capabilities.”

© But the United States has rel‘used to ra-
my the SALT II agreement and the Reagan'
- administration is seeking” to' “upset the
eqmllbnum to gain “superiority.”. :

. The Soviets cnted as proof of hostile U S.
mtentlons the development of MX and Tri-

“dent I missiles, which they described as| A

"hrst-atnke weapons. .
As part of an awresswe, confruntattoml '
strategy, it added, “the Umted qtates plans ;

“Western Europe, the report said, Washing4

' other “vital” strategic targets.. .l--

' tave in ground forces but. said this was duel

1 ma- o While. concedmv

‘ to NATO’s 279 and a substanhal advantaueJ

to depluy new me(!xum-range nuclear rocketsl
_in Burepe. =, .. ;
- “The"halanee of htmtegu forces bet.weenl
“the United States and the Soviet. Union:
“would be tipped, tuo, because the new U.S:
missiles would be' strategic weapons in xela—
tion to the Soviet Union,” it continued.

- In particular; Pershing II missiles wrth ai
“range of 1,700 miles and “pinpoint accuraey”
" could strike Soviet targets within “tive to.six|
minutes of launching,” whlch “altam the st.m;
tegtc situation considerably.” © 1

* While :the .United States- claims’ that the
fiew missiles are intended: for the defense-of

ton “actually intends to use them to strike
preemptive blows at Soviet lCB\ls". andi

- It dismissed U, S. clmms of Soviet atrategxc
gams by. quoting. former : president ‘Jimmy
Carter and other senior American ofticials as
saying two years'ago that rough panty ex
|3ted between the two countries..

;- “Could the Soviel Union; in only one or
two years, hav&achxeved supenont.y and a
substantial supenonty at that, in:strategic
“arms _that reqmre years and years to pro-
duce"" it asked. .

>~ The report made these pomts and conlen-
tions. RS el - :
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el conceded f.hal. Mo.scow has ahﬁdvam

to  the huge Soviet frontier and to the threat.*
from Chma “with its growmg nuclear poten<
tial afid the largest army in the wodd”  ° l
“improved” technical!
and combat wpablhty of the Soviet Navy, ’t'j
‘noted that Westerns countries’ have 25 air
craft carriers “and .air-capable ‘ships™ whlle
Moscow has only two, “designed prmclpally
l'or antisubmarine warfare.” -, .-
‘e While the Warsaw Pact nations’ ﬁave '
“more small-surface ships with- a limited!
cruising ‘range,”- the teport said’ that .the!
NATO countries have “almost three times as
‘many battle ships, crmsers, destmyers and
‘missiles frigates.” . 3 ¥ A
e Warsaw- Pact” natmm have an advantage'
_in the number of sul)mannes, 385 compared

in the-number of mine sweepers. Z; . =20« «
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